a solitary fact. Why, then, did Riddle apply to the Pre-
sident for a pardon for C., and base his application on the
ground of service rendered in the Surratt trial?

The President expressed to me a wish that the state-
ment of a correspondent of the Cincinnati Gazette, who
proposes to give details of a Cabinet-meeting when Stan-
bery's exposition was under consideration, might be cor-
rected. I and others were misrepresented and misstated.
He also repeated a wish, often made, that the fact that
Stanton prepared, with Seward, the veto message on the
Civil Tenure-of-Office Bill might be made public. I ad-
vised that he had only to indicate his wish, or direct
publication, and it would be made.

August 14. The President called my attention to the
different laws creating the office of Judge-Advocate-
General and the Bureau of Military Justice, with a view
to the removal of Holt. I remarked that both Holt and
Stanton had early 'anticipated their probable removal, and
each had endeavored to fortify himself in place by special
legislation. That, in my view, Congress had not the
constitutional power to make public officers independent
of the Executive. The Constitution had specified what
officers should be independent, viz., the judges, but all
other officers held their places at the will of the President.
To make them otherwise would be to make a multiplicity
of executives, each independent of the other. But the
President was, by the organic law which controlled the
different departments of the Government, made respons-
ible for the due execution of the laws, and he could not
be held to that responsibility if his subordinates and agents
were independent of him.

The President apparently acquiesced in this, but I per-
ceive he hesitates about acting on that principle, which
will bring him in conflict with the Radicals in Congress,
and seeks, therefore, some other method of getting rid of
an obnoxious officer, who, he is satisfied, is conspiring,